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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1- References section should be re-written because it has a lot of observations: 

 Published scientific papers or published textbooks should be used instead of 
published websites articles. 

 The references should be updated. 

 Use all types of research papers in writing your manuscript instead of 
depending on case reports. 

2- References inside the manuscript should be arranged and become more 
prominent, a lot of sentences need references. 

3- Table's numbers and capitations should be mentioned.   
 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. Abstract should be re-written using clear words and phrases such as: 

 The aim sentence should be more arranged and clear.  

 The word giddiness it's better to use a medical word (dizziness). 

 The phrase (He was diagnosed with Left Intraparenchymal bleed in the 
Corona Radiata based on his symptoms and investigatory findings, he was 
under medical and physiotherapy management.) should be more arranged 
and clear. 

 The word tremendous could be changed into (enormous). 

 The sentence (Physiotherapy will increase the decreased ranges), I think 
you should clarify decreased range of what  
Ex: decreased ranges of movement. 

2. In the introduction section some notices were observed: 

 In the third line cut off, and ischemic this sentence should be (cut off, an 
ischemic). 

 The abbreviation (SAH) should be after subarachnoid hemorrhage. 

 The sentence (There are 1.8 million persons in India who have had a 
stroke.) should be grammatically revised. 

 The paragraph (Hemorrhagic stroke causes neurological symptoms such 
as paralysis on one side of the body (hemiparesis), arm or leg paralysis 
(hemiplegia), or even complete paralysis (hemiplegia), but it also causes 
facial palsy (facial palsy) in the early stages of muscular weakness.) 
has a lot of scientific errors it is needed to be revised and corrected. 

3. In the patient information section: 

 The sentence (On examination, his vitals were unstable with high Blood 
Pressure along with weakness of the right upper limb and lower limb and 
slurred speech.) is needed to be revised. 

4. In the clinical findings section: 

 The sentence (, and person with a Mini-mental state examination (MMSE) 
score of 25/30) could be (the Mini-mental state examination (MMSE) score 
was 25/30). 

 The sentence (On observation attitude of the limb in the supine position, 
Shoulder and elbow extended forearm supinated of the right side. Right 
hip in extension, knee extended, and externally rotated with the ankle in 
plantarflexion.) should be more clear in writing. 

5. In table 2: 

 The words planned, active, and encouraged should be revised. 
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6. In Follow-up and outcomes section: 

 The name of the score (WHO-QOL post-rehabilitation) should be revised. 
7. In the discussion section: 

 In the first line this study should be this case study. 

 The abbreviation OPD should be written after its meaning in parentheses. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

1. The paragraph (he went to the bathroom and fell there. After that, he panicked and 
started taking high breaths. His daughter-in-law saw him and with the help of other 
family members, picked him and took him to bed,) has too much details that are 
not important. 

2. The sentence (mesomorphic built) is not important. 
3. Write drugs with generic names instead of brand names. 

 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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